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country continued to take action in contradiction to the Council's
recommendations. The same difficulty was encountered as in the case
of the proposal to prohibit the export of arms to Bolivia and Paraguay1
—the difficulty, that is, that the Government of the United States
could not take part in measures of this kind so long as the resolution
empowering the President to declare an embargo was pending in
Congress. In these circumstances, the Advisory Committee was
unable to take any decision on an embargo, but the members under-
took to consult their Governments and ascertain if they would be
prepared in principle to prohibit the delivery of arms to Peru. In
the meantime sporadic fighting was going on in the neighbourhood of
Leticia, and on the 26th March Colombian troops captured the Peru-
vian post of Guepi, on the Putumayo River, more than 300 miles
west of the Leticia corridor. By this time, the road between Bogota
and the Putumayo River at Caucaya was complete, and the Colom-
bian Government had been able to send troops to the frontier in
considerable strength. Guepi was on the southern bank of the Putu-
mayo and was therefore indisputably in Peruvian territory,2 and
although the Colombian version was that its capture had been
rendered necessary by the acts of hostility which its garrison had
been committing for several weeks against the Colombian forces on
the opposite bank, there appeared to be grounds for apprehension
that Colombia had made the first move in a general offensive against
Peru, with the capture of Iquitos as the first objective.3 The Peruvian
Government asked that a meeting of the Advisory Committee should
be held to consider the hostile acts committed by Colombia in Peru-
vian territory, but they can have derived little satisfaction from the
result of this demarche. The Advisory Committee, which met on the
5th April, took the line that it had not sufficient information before
it to determine finally the question of responsibility for the Guepi
incident, but that it was clear that the incident would not have
arisen if Peru had carried out the recommendations contained in the
Council's report of the 18th March. The Committee also instructed
its chairman to continue to keep in touch with the representatives
of Colombia and Peru, in the hope that it might prove possible to
apply the Council's recommendations in co-operation with the parties
to the dispute.
During April occasional fighting was reported from the neighbour-
1 See pp. 418-19 above.
a Tlie 1922 treaty had fixed the frontier along the 'thalweg' of the river.
3 In one Colombian journal, the taking of Guepi was described as the open-
ing of a phase of punishment and reparation.

